Twistorial Cohomotopy implies Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation by Fiorenza, Domenico et al.
Twistorial Cohomotopy implies Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation
Domenico Fiorenza, Hisham Sati, Urs Schreiber
August 20, 2020
Abstract
We characterize the integral cohomology and the rational homotopy type of the maximal Borel-equivariantization
of the combined Hopf/twistor fibration, and find that subtle relations satisfied by the cohomology generators are
just those that govern Horˇava-Witten’s proposal for the extension of the Green-Schwarz mechanism from het-
erotic string theory to heterotic M-theory. We discuss how this squares with the Hypothesis H that the elusive
mathematical foundation of M-theory is based on charge quantization in J-twisted Cohomotopy theory.
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1 Introduction and overview
The Green-Schwarz mechanism in heterotic M-theory. At the heart of M-theory (the conjectural non-perturbative
completion of type IIA string theory, see [Du96][Du98][Du99]) is the proposal [Wi97a, (1.2)][Wi97b, (1.2)] that
the difference of the classes of:
(i) the flux density G4 of the higher gauge field of M-theory (the C-field, or 3-index A-field [CJS78]),
(ii) 1/4th of the Pontrjagin form of the spin connection ω on spacetime Y 11 (e.g. [GSa18, p. 10]),
lifts to an integral class:
C-field
4-flux density
[G4] −
1/2 gravitational
instanton density[1
4 p1(ω)
] ∈ integral cohomology of11-d spacetimeH4(Y 11; Z) rationalization // real cohomology of11-d spacetimeH4(Y 11; R). (1)
One motivation for this proposal [Wi97a, §2.1] comes from heterotic M-theory (Horˇava-Witten theory [HW95]
[Wi96][HW96][DOPW99][DOPW00][Ov02], the conjectural non-perturbative completion of heterotic string the-
ory [GHMR85][GHMR85][AGLP12]). Here the celebrated (“first superstring revolution”, see [Schw07]) Green-
Schwarz anomaly cancellation mechanism [GSc84][CHSW85] (review in [Wi99, §2.2][Fr00]) in heterotic string
theory, which in itself is understood clearly, is argued to imply, upon lift to heterotic M-theory, that the restriction
of the 4-flux G4 to an MO9-plane X10 inside 11-dimensional spacetime Y 11 satisfies this relation [HW96, (1.13)]:1
C-field 4-flux density
restricted to X10[
G4
]|X10 =
1/2 gravitational
instanton density[1
4 p1(ω)
]|X10 −
gauge instanton
density on X10
[c2(A)] ∈
integral cohomology
of 10d MO9-plane
H4
(
X10; Z
) rationalization // real cohomologyof 10d MO9-planeH4(X10; R) , (2)
where A (the gauge field) is a connection on an E8-principal bundle over X10, and c2(A) is its second Chern-form.
But the summand [c2(A)] is integral by itself: it is the real image of the second Chern class of the E8-bundle. There-
fore, (2) implies that (1) holds at least upon restriction to MO9-planes; and it suggests [DMW00][ES03][DFM03]
[Sa06b][FSS14a] that the integral 4-class in (1) is to be thought of as the second Chern class of an extension A˜ of
the E8-gauge field from X10 to all of Y 11:
C-field
4-flux density
[G4] −
1/2 gravitational
instanton density[1
4 p1(ω)
]
=
gauge instanton density of
auxilary gauge field on X11
−[c2( A˜)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:a
∈
integral cohomology of
11-d spacetime
H4
(
Y 11; Z
) rationalization // real cohomology of11-d spacetimeH4(Y 11; R). (3)
Open problem. Despite the tight web of hints and consistency checks like these, actually formulating M-theory
remains an open problem (e.g., [Du96, 6][HLW98, p. 2][Du98, p. 6][NH98, p. 2][Du99, p. 330][Mo14, 12][CP18,
p. 2][Wi19, @21:15][Du19, @17:14]). In particular:
(i) The conditions (1) and (2) had not actually been derived from any theory (see the comments around [HW96,
(1.13)] and [Wi97a, (2.1)]).
(ii) The ontology of the gauge field on Y 11 in (3) has remained mysterious, as no such gauge field is seen
in 11-dimensional supergravity [CJS78][D’AF82][CDF91], which, however, is famously argued to be the
low-energy limit of M-theory [Wi95].
By Charge quantization in generalized cohomology? On the other hand, the Green-Schwarz mechanism in per-
turbative string theory is well understood as an index-theoretic phenomenon, resulting from charge quantization
in a generalized cohomology theory, namely in K-theory [Fr00][Cl05][Bu11]. This mathematical understanding
has been most fruitful, spawning understanding of elliptic genera (e.g. [HLZ07][CHZ11]), twisted higher bun-
dles/gerbes (e.g. [SSS09b][Wa13]), Hermitian and generalized geometry (e.g. [GF16]), and more.
There have been various proposals for lifting this situation to heterotic M-theory, understanding also the shifted
integrality condition (3) as an effect of charge quantization in some generalized cohomology theory [DFM03][HS05]
[Sa05a][Sa05b][Sa06a][Sa10][FSS14a][FSS14b], which then would control M-theory in generalization of how K-
theory controls string theory (for the latter, see [GSa19] and references therein). However, while advancements in
understanding have certainly been made, the situation had remained inconclusive.
1 Our normalization convention for G4 absorbs a factor of −1/2pi compared to [Wi96].
2
Non-abelian Chern-Dold characters. Our strategy is to invoke the further generalization of generalized coho-
mology to non-abelian cohomology [To02][RS12][SSS12][NSS12a][NSS12b][FSS19b][SS20b]. In §3.1 below
we discuss how the Chern-Dold character in generalized cohomology ([Bu70], see [LSW16, §2.1]) extends to
non-abelian cohmology theories, where it is given by passage to rational homotopy theory2:
E-cohomology
E•(X)'
Non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
ch //
Non-abelian
Real cohomology
H•
(
X ; lE
)
'
pi−•Maps
(
X , E︸︷︷︸
classifying space
) rationalization // pi−•Maps(X , lE︸︷︷︸
rationalized classifying space
) (4)
For X a smooth manifold, the right hand side of (4) is a subquotient of the set of differential forms on X (Prop.
3.3); thus the image of the Chern-Dold character identifies equivalence classes of differential forms satisfying
certain conditions. If these forms are interpreted as flux densities, then these are non-abelian charge-quantization
conditions. For example, in the abelian case E = KU,KO, the Chern-Dold character (4) reduces to the traditional
Chern character in K-theory, and the corresponding charge quantization condition is that thought to hold for RR-
fields/D-brane charges in type II/I string theory (for detailed discussion and further pointers see [GSa18][GSa19]).
Charge quantization in J-twisted Cohomotopy. The most fundamental non-abelian cohomology theory is Co-
homotopy theory [Bo36][Sp49][Pe56][Ta09][KMT12] whose classifying spaces are the n-spheres Sn ' B(ΩSn).
Accordingly, twisted Cohomotopy is classified by spherical fibrations, and we say J-twisted Cohomotopy [FSS19b]
[FSS19c] for twisting by the unit sphere fibration in the tangent bundle. The main theorem of [FSS19b, 3.9] says
that the Chern-Dold character (4) in J-twisted 4-Cohomotopy encodes Witten’s shifted C-field flux quantization
condition (1):
J-twisted
4-Cohomotopy
piτ
(
X
)
manifold
with
tangential Sp(2)-structure τ
Non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
ch
//

G4,
G7
∈Ω•(X)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
d
C-field
4-flux
G4 = 0 ,
shifted flux quantization (1)
[G4]− [14 p1(ω)] ∈ H4
(
X ; Z
)
d 2G7 =−
(
G4− 14 p1(ω)
)∧ (G4+ 14 p1(ω))
dual
7-flux − 12
(
p2(ω)− 14
(
p1(ω)
)2)
 (5)
In fact, further constraints are implied, matching a whole list of further topological conditions expected in
M-theory (see [FSS19b, Table 1]). This motivates, following [Sa13, §2.5], Hypothesis H: Charge quantization
in M-theory happens in J-twisted Cohomotopy theory [FSS19b][FSS19c][SS19a][BSS19][SS19b][SS20b]. While
J-twisted Cohomotopy in degree 4 alone (5) does not reflect the appearance of a heterotic gauge field as in (2), its
lifting to 7-Cohomotopy, through the quaternionic Hopf fibration hH, does encode structure expected on heterotic
M5-branes [FSS19c][FSS19d][FSS20a][FSS20b]. Therefore we turn attention to an intermediate lift:
Charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy. In between J-twisted Cohomotopy in degrees 4 and 7, when
lifting along the quaternionic Hopf fibration, we find Twistorial Cohomotopy (§3.2): The twisted non-abelian
cohomology theory classified by the Borel-equivariantized twistor space CP3 (§2.1). Our main Theorem 2.14,
illustrated in Figure I, implies (Corollary 3.11) that charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy
(i) makes the class of an S
(
U(1)2
)
-gauge field A˜ appear, hence a “heterotic line bundle” [AGLP12][BBL17], and
(ii) enforces on this gauge field Horˇava-Witten’s Green-Schwarz mechanism (3) in heterotic M-theory:
Twistorial
Cohomotopy
T τ
(
X
)
manifold
with
tangential Sp(2)-structure τ
Twisted Non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
ch
//

F2,
G4,
G7
∈Ω•(X)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
d
1st Chern form of
heterotic line bundle
F2 = 0 ,
2nd Chern class of corresponding
S
(
U(1)2
)
-gauge field A˜
−[F2∧F2] ∈ H4
(
X ; Z
)
d
C-field 4-flux
G4 = 0 ,
Horˇava-Witten’s Green-Schwarz mechanism (3)
[G4]− [14 p1(ω)] = [F2∧F2] ∈ H4
(
X ; Z
)
d 2G7 =−
(
G4− 14 p1(ω)
)∧ (G4+ 14 p1(ω))
dual
7-flux − 12
(
p2(ω)− 14
(
p1(ω)
)2)

(6)
2 For general introduction and review of rational homotopy theory [Qu69] and its Sullivan models [Su77] see [FHT00][He07]; for
detailed discussion in our context see [FSS16a, §A][FSS17, §2.2][FSS19a]. Notice that in the supergravity literature these (super-)Sullivan
models are known as “FDA”s (following [vN82][D’AF82]); for details and translation see [FSS13][FSS16a][FSS16b][HSS18][BMSS19].
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S7Sp(2)
Borel-equivariant
complex
Hopf fibration
hCSp(2)

Borel-equivariant
quaternionic
Hopf fibration
hHSp(2)

oo '
coset space
realization // BSp(1)

oo '
exceptional
isomorphism// BSU(2)L × ∗
Be

CP3Sp(2)
Borel-equivariant
twistor fibration
tHSp(2)

oo '
coset space
realization
// B
(
Sp(1)×U(1))

oo '
exceptional
isomorphism// BSU(2)L × BU(1)R
B(c 7!diag(c,c))
~~
'

BS
(
U(1)2
)
 _

S4Spin(5) oo 'coset spacerealization // BSpin(4) oo 'exceptionalisomorphism// BSU(2)L × BSU(2)R
H4
(
CP3Sp(2);Z)
OO
pullback in
cohomology along
Borel-equivariant
twistor fibration(
tHSp(2))∗
oo ' // H4
(
BSp(1)×U(1);Z) oo ' // H4(BSU(2);Z)⊕H4(BU(1);Z)
universal gauge instanton density
in heterotic M-theory
−aOO
Horˇava-Witten’s Green-Schwarz mechanism
in heterotic M-theory
_
= c1∪ c1 = cR1∪ cR1 2nd Chern class ofS(U(1)2)-fieldOO
(
B(c7!diag(c,c¯))
)∗
_
shifted integral C-field flux
relative to background flux
Γ˜4− Γ˜vac4 = 12χ4− 14 p1 = −cR2 right2nd Chern class
universal
shifted integral C-field flux
Γ˜4 = 12χ4+
1
4 p1 = c
L
2 left 2nd Chern class [FSS19b, 3.9]
C-field background flux
Γ˜vac4 =
1
2 p1 = c
L
2 + c
R
2
total
2nd Chern class
H4
(
S4Spin(5);Z) oo ' // H4(BSpin(4);Z) oo ' // H4(BSp(1);Z)⊕H4(BSp(1);Z)
(7)
Figure I. Integral cohomology of Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibration and its interpretation under Hypothesis H.
(i) The top part shows the equivalent incarnations of the Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibration (Def. 2.5) according to Prop. 2.7.
(ii) The bottom part shows the corresponding identifications of the integral cohomology generators (32) according to [FSS19b, 3.9].
(iii) This makes manifest, shown in the middle of the diagram, how these generators pull back along the fibration (Theorem 2.9), which
(iv) allows to normalize the generators in the Sullivan model for the rational homotopy type of the fibrations, below in Theorem 2.14.
(v) Blue labels indicate the interpretation of the bottom generators as universal fluxes in M-theory, according to [FSS19b][FSS20a];
(vi) while orange label indicate the interpretation of the new top generators as universal fluxes in heterotic M-theory, discussed in §3.
4
Conclusion and Outlook.
The heterotic gauge field. It is remarkable that the class of a gauge field A˜, which had remained mysterious in
(3), does appear from charge-quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy, according to (6).
(i) Missing generality? Of course, the gauge field in (6) has the abelian structure group G = S
(
U(1)2
)
instead of
the non-abelian structure group G=E8 that could be expected to apply to (3). In terms of characteristic classes, this
means that charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy constrains the class a = [c2(A˜)] ∈ H4
(
X11;Z
)
, which
for G = E8 may be any element in degree four integral cohomology (since τ11BE8 'whe τ11K(Z;4), e.g. [DFM03,
3.2]), to factor as minus a cup square of an element in degree two integral cohomology. This might indicate that
Twistorial Cohomotopy as presented does not capture full heterotic M-theory; or that one should look for other
factorizations of the quaternionic Hopf fibration, or for variants of the construction presented here.
(ii) Or predictive constraint? On the other hand, it is curious to notice that in heterotic string phenomenology the
reduction of the heterotic gauge bundle along the inclusions
S
(
U(1)n
) ⊂ SU(n) ⊂ E8 , for 2≤ n≤ 5 , (8)
has led to a little revolution in string phenomenology [AGLP11][AGLP12]. These heterotic line bundle models
turn out (at least for n = 5) to be an abundant source of low energy theories with the exact field content of the
(minimally supersymmetric) standard model of particle physics (up to decoupled and ultra-heavy fields), amenable
to effective computational classification [ACGLP14][HLLS13][BBL17][GW19]. Before considering the reduction
(8), only a small handful of hand-crafted semi-realistic models were known.
Notice that this works because the structure group of the heterotic gauge bundle is part of what breaks E8
down to the low-energy gauge group: the latter is within the commutant of the former in E8. Therefore, realistic
phenomenology does not require A˜ in (3) to be in a non-abelian GUT-group – in fact it must instead be comple-
mentary to (be in the commutant within E8 of) the low-energy gauge group (A˜ is a background field/vev, not the
dynamical gauge field fluctuating about it); and analysis of heterotic line bundle models indicates that restricting A˜
to be reduced along (8) narrows in heterotic M-theory onto its phenomenologically realistic sector.
This might indicate that Hypothesis H captures not only mathematical but also phenomenological constraints
of M-theory.
The degree-8 polynomial. Beyond encoding the shifted heterotic flux quantization in the first two lines of (6),
the third line there shows that charge-quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy also enforces (Corollary 3.10) the
trivialization of this 8-class:
IH8 :=
(
[G4]− 14 p1
)∪ ([G4]+ 14 p1)+ 12(p2− 14 p1∪ p1)
=
(
[F2∧F2]+ 12 p1
)∪ [F2∧F2] + 12(p2− 14 p1∪ p1) ∈ H8(X ,R) . (9)
In the form of the first line of (9), the condition IH8 = 0 is inherited from charge-quantization in J-twisted Cohomo-
topy (5). We had shown previously that this condition guarantees the vanishing under general conditions 3 of
(a) the anomaly in the Hopf-WZ term on the M5-brane [FSS19c],
(b) the total remaining anomaly of the M5-brane [SS20a].
In the form of the second line in (9) – now equivalently re-expressed in terms of the emergent heterotic gauge
flux instead of the G4-flux – this class is seen to be closely related to the 8-class denoted Î8 in [HW96, (1.10)]: Up
to global and relative rescaling of Î8 (as on the bottom of [HW96, p. 15]) both are related by
IH8 = Î8− 14 p1∪ p1 . (10)
It might be interesting to understand the potential significance of this relation. Notice that
(i) in [HW96] there is no condition that Î8 should vanish;
(ii) the shift in (10) is what makes IH8 an integral class (using (40) and (75));
(iii) it is expected [Mos08] that Î8 is just approximate: it receives an infinite but unknown tower of corrections;
(iv) while Hypothesis H suggests that IH8 = 0 is a statement about fully-fledged M-theory.
3 Both cancellations had previously been discussed only subject to tacit assumptions on the C-field; see [FSS19b, p. 2] and [SS20a, (6)].
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2 Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibration
The twistor fibration S2 // CP3

S4
(due to [At79, §III.1], see also, e.g., [Br82, §1][AS13][ABS19, §6]) or Penrose fibration (as in [ES85]), is the
canonical map CP3! HP1 (under the identification HP1 ' S4, recalled below as Prop. 2.1) that sends complex
lines to the quaternionic lines which they span [At79, §III (1.1)]. While, as the name suggests, this is traditionally
motivated from the role of CP3 as a twistor space (a division-algebraic account is in [BC88]), our interest in
the twistor fibration here comes from its appearance as an intermediate stage of the quaternionic Hopf fibration
[GWY83, §6]. We observe that it is given by the following iterative quotienting by multiplicative groups in the
four real normed division algebras (reals R, complex numbers C, quaternions H, octonions O):
S1 '
++
C×/R×+
++
for
v 6= 0∈
S7
hC

'
(
R8\{0})/R×+

3
{
v · t ∣∣ t ∈ R×+}_

R8
'
RS2 '
,,
H×/C×
,,
7d complex
Hopf fibration
CP3 '
tH

(
C4\{0})/C×

3
{
v · z |z ∈ C×}
_


quaternionic
H
opffibration
hH
C4
'
RS4 '
'
,,
O×/H×
,,
twistor fibration
HP1 '

(
H2\{0})/H×

3
{
v ·q |q ∈H×}
_

H2
'
R
∗ ' (O1\{0})/O× 3 {v ·o |o ∈O×} O
(11)
Alternatively, in its coset-space realization
SU(4)/U(2) // SO(5)/U(2)

SO(5)/SO(4)
the twistor fibration is also called Calabi-Penrose fibration (following [La85, §3], see also [Lo89] and see [No08,
2.31] for a review of Calabi’s construction [Ca67][Ca68]). We observe that the Sp(2)-coset realization ([On60,
Table 1], see [GO93, Table 3]) of the Hopf/twistor fibrations is given as follows (see also [FSS19b, (73)]):
S7 '
hC
7d complex
Hopf fibration

quaternionic
Hopf fibration hH

Sp(2)/ Sp(1)L
CP3 '
tH
Calabi-Penrose
twistor fibration

Sp(2)/
(
Sp(1)L×U(1)R
)
S4 ' Sp(2)/
(
Sp(1)L×Sp(1)R
)
(12)
where the maps are induced by the canonical subgroup inclusions (recalled in Example A.4).
We discuss in this paper the enhancement (Prop. 2.2 below) of these classical fibrations (11) (12) to Borel-
equivariant parametrized fibrations (Def. 2.5 below) over the classifying space of the group Sp(2) (recalled as Def.
A.3 below), generalizing the analogous discussion for just the quaternionic Hopf fibration in [FSS19b][FSS19c].
The main results are Theorem 2.9 and Theorem 2.14 below, which characterize the integral cohomology and the
rational homotopy type of the Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibrations (29) (generalizing the result for just the
quaternionic Hopf fibration from [FSS19b, 3.19]).
6
2.1 Construction
Here we determine the maximal symmetry group of the joint Hopf/twistor fibrations (Prop. 2.2, Remark 2.3),
construct the corresponding Borel-equivariantization (Def. 2.5) and characterize its integral cohomology (Theorem
2.9).
The following isomorphisms (Prop. 2.1) are classical, but since the third of these is rarely made explicit in the
literature, we spell out a proof:
Proposition 2.1 (Equivariant identification of 4-sphere with quaternionic projective space). There are canonical
isomorphisms
(i) of topological spaces: S4 α' // HP
1 ; (13)
(ii) of topological groups: Spin(5)
γ
' // Sp(2) ; (14)
(iii) of canonical topological group actions:
Spin(5) y S4
(γ,α)
' // Sp(2) y HP
1 . (15)
Proof. Quaternionic 2-component spinor formalism provides an isomorphism of real quadratic vector spaces
([KT82], streamlined review in [BH09][VB20][FSS20b, §3.2])(
R5,1,η
) ' // (Matherm(2×2,H),−det)
x0,
x1,
x2,
...
x5
 7−!
(
x0− x1 x2+ ix3+ jx4+kx5
x2− ix3− jx4−kx5 x0+ x1
)
(16)
from (a) 6d Minkowski space R5,1 with metric η := diag(−1,+1, · · · ,+1) to (b) the vector space of 2-by-2 quater-
nionic matrices which are hermitian, A† = A, with quadratic form the negative of the determinant operation. More-
over, under this identification, the canonical action of Spin(5,1) on R5,1 (through that of SO(5,1)) translates to the
conjugation action of SL(2,H) (78):
Spin(5,1) y R5,1
' // SL(2,H) yMatherm
(
2×2,H)
A 7! G ·A ·G†
(17)
Now consider the restriction of this situation to the Euclidean spatial slice R5 ↪!R5,1 determined by x0 = 0. Under
the isomorphism (16), this clearly corresponds to restriction to the traceless hermitian matrices:(
R5,g
) ' // (Mathermtrless(2×2,H),−det) (18)
Notice here, from direct inspection (see also [BH09, Prop. 5]), that
A ∈ Mathermtrless
(
2×2,H) ⇒ A ·A = −det(A) · I . (19)
Morever, the subgroup Spin(5)⊂ Spin(5,1) which fixes this subspace corresponds under (17) to that subgroup of
SL(2,H) whose conjugation operation preserves traceless matrices. Since this means equivalently to act trivially
on their orthgonal complement, given by the pure trace matrices, i.e. the real multiples of the 2-by-2 identity matrix
I := IdH2 :
G · I ·G† = I ⇔ G ·G† = I
we see, using (84), that this is the quaternionic unitary group Sp(2) := U(2,H) (80), hence that (17) restricts as
follows:
Spin(5) y R5
' // Sp(2) yMathermtrless
(
2×2,H) . (20)
7
Analogously, the further restriction to the unit sphere in R5 corresponds, under (16) and in view of (19), to those
matrices which are all of:
(a) hermitian: A† = A
6d Minkowski spacetime
, (b) traceless: tr(A) = 0
5d Euclidean spacetime
, (c) unitary: A ·A = 1 .
4d sphere
From (c) it follows that the matrix
PA := 12
(
I−A)
is a projector, PA ·PA = PA; and from (b) it follows that this projector has unit rank:
tr(PA) = 12
(
tr(I)︸︷︷︸
=2
− tr(A)︸︷︷︸
=0
)
= 1 .
Here a unit-rank projector is one for which there exists vA ∈H2 \{0} such that
PA = 1‖vA‖2 vA · v
†
A .
Noticing that PA, and hence A = I− 2PA, thus depends on vA exactly only through the quaternionic line that it
spans, we have thus found the following identification of the 4-sphere with quaternionic projective space:
S4 ' S(R5) ' // Mathermtrless
(
2×2,H)∩U(2,H) oo ' HP1
I− 2‖v‖ v · v†  − [ [v]
(21)
Finally, under the isomorphism on the right of (21) the canonical Sp(2)-action on HP1
Sp(2)×HP1 // HP1(
A, [v]
)
7−!
[
A · v]
is manifestly identified with the conjugation action (17). This implies the claim (iii), by (20). 
In summary:
6d Minkowski
spacetime Spin(5,1) y
can
R5,1 ' SL(2,H) y
adj
relativistic quaternionic Pauli matrices{
A ∈Mat2×2(H)
∣∣A† = A}
5d Euclidean
space Spin(5) y
can
R5
?
OO
' U(2,H)︸ ︷︷ ︸
= Sp(2)
y
adj
quaternionic Pauli matrices{
A ∈Mat2×2(H)
∣∣A† = A , tr(A) = 0}
4-sphere Spin(5) y
can
S4
?
OO
'
︷ ︸︸ ︷
U(2,H) y
adj
quaternionic rank-1 projectors P = 12
(
I−A){
A ∈Mat2×2(H)
∣∣A† = A , tr(A) = 0 , A† ·A = I}︸ ︷︷ ︸
'HP1
quaternionic projective line
Of course, there is the analogous situation over the complex numbers:
4d Minkowski
spacetime Spin(3,1) y
can
R3,1 ' SL(2,C) y
adj
relativistic complex Pauli matrices{
A ∈Mat2×2(C)
∣∣A† = A}
3d Euclidean
space Spin(3) y
can
R3
?
OO
' SU(2,C) y
adj
complex Pauli matrices{
A ∈Mat2×2(C)
∣∣A† = A , tr(A) = 0}
3-sphere Spin(3) y
can
S3
?
OO
' SU(2,C) y
adj
complex rank-1 projectors P = 12
(
I−A){
A ∈Mat2×2(C)
∣∣A† = A , tr(A) = 0 , A† ·A = I}︸ ︷︷ ︸
'CP1
complex projective line
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Proposition 2.2 (Equivariance of combined Hopf/twistor fibrations).
(i) The quaternionic Hopf fibration S7 hH // S4 (Diagram (11)) is equivariant with respect to the action of Sp(2) ·
Sp(1) (Def. A.3)
(a) on S7, by
Sp(2) ·Sp(1)×S7 // S7(
[A,q′],{v · t ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ }) 7−! {A · v · t ·q′ ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ } (22)
(b) on S4, by
Sp(2) ·Sp(1)×S4 // S4(
[A,q′],{v ·q |q ∈H× }) 7−! {A · v ·q |q ∈H× } (23)
(ii) Its factorization hH = tH ◦ hC through the combined Hopf/twistor fibrations retains equivariance under the
subgroup Sp(2) 
 // Sp(2) ·Sp(1) (85) with action on CP3 given by
Sp(2)×CP3 // CP3(
A,{x · z |z ∈ C× }) 7−! {A · x · z |z ∈ C} (24)
In summary:
S7
Sp(2) ·Sp(1)
		
hH // S4
Sp(2) ·Sp(1)
		
and S7
Sp(2)
		
hC //
hH
33CP3
Sp(2)
		
tH // S4
Sp(2)
		
Proof. This is essentially immediate from the presentation of the fibrations in (11) (12):
(ii) Diagram (11) makes manifest that all maps here are equivariant with respect to left action by GL(8,R), hence
in particular under left action by Sp(2), which is also manifest from (12):
{A · v · t ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ }  hC // {A · v · z |z ∈ C× }  tH // {A · v ·q |q ∈H× }. (25)
(i) We see that the total quaternionic Hopf fibration is also equivariant under the right Sp(1)-action, due to the fact
that the reals commute with the quaternions:
{v · t ·q′ ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ } = {v ·q′ · t ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ }  hH // {A ·q′ ·q |q ∈H× } = {A ·q |q ∈H× }. (26)
Moreover, since the left multiplication action by Sp(2) evidently commutes with the right multiplication action by
Sp(1) and since −1 ∈ Sp(n) is central, this generates the claimed Sp(2) ·Sp(1)-action. (In fact, this is the maximal
symmetry group of hH [GWZ86, 4.1][FSS19b, 2.20].) 
Remark 2.3 (Twistor space breaks equivariance to Sp(2)). Notice that the factorization of the quaternionic Hopf
fibration through CP3 is not equivariant under the further right Sp(1)-action from (22) and (23), Indeed, the com-
putation analogous to (26) now gives
{v · t ·q′ ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ } = {v ·q′ · t ∣∣ t ∈ R×+ }  hC // {A ·q′ · z |z ∈ C× } 6=
in general
{A · z ·q′ |z ∈ C× }
since the complex numbers do not commute with the quaternions. Therefore, factoring the quaternionic Hopf
fibration through the twistor fibration (11) breaks its symmetry from Sp(2) ·Sp(1) to Sp(2) (85).
Remark 2.4 (Homotopy quotients and Borel construction). For X a topological space equipped with a continuous
action by a topological group G, the homotopy quotient XG is the homotopy type of a topological space is
represented by the Borel space
(
X×EG)/diagG, where EG denotes the universal G-principal bundle:
homotopy quotient
XG 'whe Borel construction(X×EG)/diagG . (27)
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(i) This construction is clearly functorial: On the right this is a 1-functor on the category of topological spaces
equipped with group actions, while on the left this is an ∞-functor on the ∞-category Groupoids∞ equipped with
∞-actions, see [NSS12a, §4][SS20b, §2.2].
(ii) In the special case when X = ∗ is the point, the Borel space is the classifying space BG. With (i), this means
that topological group homomorphisms G1
φ
−! G2 induce maps of classifying spaces
BG1
Bφ // BG2 . (28)
Definition 2.5 (Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibrations). We say that the Sp(2)-Borel-equivariant Hopf-twistor
fibrations are the image (in homotopy types of topological spaces) of the Hopf/twistor fibrations (11) under taking
the homotopy quotient (27) by their compatible Sp(2)-action of Prop. 2.2:
S7Sp(2) hCSp(2)
parametrized complex Hopf fibration
//
hHSp(2)parametrized quaternionic Hopf fibration
,,
//
CP3Sp(2)

tHSp(2)
parametrized twistor fibration
// S4Sp(2)
ooBSp(2)
(29)
Lemma 2.6 (Coset spaces as homotopy fibers [FSS19b, 2.7][SS20b, 2.79]). Let H 
 i // G be an inclusion of
topological groups.
(i) The homotopy type of the corresponding coset space G/H is, equivalently, the homotopy fiber of the induced
morphism (28) on classifying spaces.
(ii) The homotopy quotient of the coset space by G is homotopy equivalent to the classifying space of H:
G/H
hofib(Bı) // BH '
Bi

(
G/H
)G
BG
The following Prop. 2.7 is the twistorial version of [FSS19b, Prop. 2.22].
Proposition 2.7 (Borel-equivariant twistor fibration as sequence of classifying spaces). The Borel-equivariant
Hopf/twistor fibration (Def. 2.5) is homotopy equivalent to the following sequence of classifying spaces:
S7Sp(2) hCSp(2) //' CP3Sp(2) tHSp(2) //' S4Sp(2)'
B
(
Sp(1)L
)
// B
(
Sp(1)L×U(1)R
)
// B
(
Sp(1)L×Sp(1)R
)
where the maps on the bottom are the deloopings (28) of the canonical group inclusions (Example A.4).
Proof. With Lemma 2.6 this follows from the Sp(2)-coset space realization of the Hopf/twistor fibration in (12).

Lemma 2.8 (Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibrations are spherical). The Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibra-
tions (29) are still spherical fibrations:
S1 //

(pb)
S3

//
(pb)
S7Sp(2)
hCSp(2)

∗ // S2
(pb)
//

CP3Sp(2)
tHSp(2)

∗ // S4Sp(2)
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Proof. This follows on general grounds, as in [FSS19b, Remark 3.17]. More concretely, by Prop. 2.7 and using
again Lemma 2.6 we have:
fib
(
hCSp(2)) // S7Sp(2)
hCSp(2)

CP3Sp(2)
'
U(1) // B
(
Sp(1)L
)

B
(
Sp(1)L×U(1)R
)
and
fib
(
tHSp(2)) // CP3Sp(2)
tHSp(2)

S4Sp(2)
'
SU(2)/U(1) // B
(
Sp(1)L×U(1)R
)

B
(
Sp(1)L×Sp(1)R
)

Theorem 2.9 (Integral cohomology of Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor-fibration).
(i) The integral cohomology of the space S4Sp(2) in (29) is free on two generators in degree 4
H•
(
S4Sp(2); Z) ' Z[Γ˜4, Γ˜vac4 ] (30)
with the property that their evaluation on the fundamental class of the 4-sphere fiber S4 // S4Sp(2) is unity
and zero, respectively: 〈
Γ˜4, S4
〉
= 1 ,
〈
Γ˜vac4 , S
4〉 = 0 . (31)
(ii) The integral cohomology of the space CP3Sp(2) in (29) is free on two generators in degrees 4 and 2, respec-
tively:
H•
(
CP3Sp(2); Z) = Z[cL2 , cR1 ] . (32)
(iii) The two are related in that pullback in integral cohomology along the Borel-equivariant twistor fibration (Def.
2.5) takes the difference of the former generators to the cup-square of the latter:
H•
(
S4Sp(2); Z) (tHSp(2))∗ // H•(CP3Sp(2); Z)
Γ˜4− Γ˜vac4 7−! −a := cR1 ∪ cR1
Γ˜4 7−! cL2
(33)
Proof. Consider Diagram (7) in Figure I. The top part shows the equivalence of the Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor
fibration to a sequence of classifying spaces, according to Prop. 2.7. On the top right we are making fully explicit
the factor-wise nature of the corresponding maps, using Example A.4 and Remark 2.4.
The bottom part of the diagram shows the corresponding identification of the cohomology generators according
to [FSS19b, 3.9]. This involves the observation that:
(a) Half the universal Euler 4-class on BSpin(4) is (e.g., [BC98, §2]) the class of the fiberwise unit volume form
on the universal S4-fibration, under the identification from Prop. 2.7:
1 · [dvol]  − [ 12χ4 ∈ H4(BSpin(4; R)
S4 // S4Spin(5) ' BSpin(4) (34)
(b) The fractional Euler class by itself is not integral, but its shift by 14 p1 (which is also not integral by itself) is
(the rational image of) an integral generator Γ˜4 = 12χ4+
1
4 p1 (e.g. [CV98a, Lemma 2.1]).
Together, (a) and (b) yield the claim (31), and make manifest that the pullback in question is equivalently that of
the negative of the left Chern class −cL2 along the map on classifying space BU(1)
B(c7!diag(c,c))// BSU(2), induced
from the inclusion U(1) ' // S
(
U(1)2
)   // SU(2) , hence is c1∪ (−c1), which yields the last claim (33). 
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2.2 Rational homotopy type
We compute (in Theorem 2.14) the relative Sullivan model for the Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibration from
Def. 2.5, with generators normalized such as to match their integral pre-images from Theorem 2.9.
First to establish some preparatory facts:
Lemma 2.10 (Normalized Sullivan model of spherical fibrations [FHT00, p. 202]; see [FSS19b, 2.5]). Let X be a
topological space with Sullivan model CE
(
lX
)∈ dgcAlgebrasR. Then the relative Sullivan model for a Sn-fibration
Y // X is of the following form:
(i) for n = 2k+1 odd:
S2k+1 // Y

CE
(
lX
)[
ω2k+1
]/(
dω2k+1 = α2k+2
)
OO
 ?
X CE
(
lX
)
(35)
(ii) for n = 2k even:
S2k // Y

CE
(
lX
)[ ω2k,
ω4k−1
]/( dω2k = 0
dω4k−1 =−ω2k∧ω2k +α4k
)
OO
 ?
X CE
(
lX
)
(36)
for some closed α ∈ CE(lX) (which can be characterized further, see [FHT00, p. 202][FSS19b, 2.5]).
(iii) The differential in (36) is normalized so that the generators ωd restrict to the unit volume forms on the respec-
tive sphere fibers (see [FSS19b, Lemma 3.19]):
〈ω2k, S2k〉 = 1 , 〈ω4k−1, S4k−1〉 = 1 . (37)
The action of triality group automorphisms on Spin(8) famously relates three distinct conjugacy classes of
subgroup inclusions of Spin(7). Less widely appreciated is another triple of subgroups of Spin(8) that is permuted
under triality:
Lemma 2.11 (Triality on central product groups in Spin(8) [FSS19b, 2.17]). Under the triality automorphisms of
Spin(8) the canonical subgroup inclusions of the central product groups Spin(5) ·Spin(3) and Sp(2) ·Sp(1) (Def.
A.1) turn into each other:
Sp(2) ·Sp(1)
'

  iSp // Spin(8)
tri'

Spin(5) ·Spin(3)   iSpin // Spin(8)
(38)
Lemma 2.12 (Sullivan model for BSpin(5) and BSp(2) [FSS19b, 2.19]). Sullivan models for BSpin(5) and
BSp(2), and their relation under triality (39) are given, up to isomorphism, as follows:
BSpin(8)
BiSp //
Btri '

BSp(2)
'

R
[ 1
2 p1,χ8
]
= CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
OO
1
2 p1 −χ8+
(1
4 p1
)2
7! 7!
1
2 p1
1
2 p2
BSpin(8)
BiSpin // BSpin(5) R
[ 1
2 p1, p2
]
=: CE
(
lBSpin(5)
)
(39)
where (by [CV98b, 8.1, 8.2][FSS19b, 3.7]):
1
2
χ8 = 14
(
p2−
(1
2 p1
)2) ∈ H4(BSp(2); R) . (40)
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Lemma 2.13 (Normalized Sullivan model for plain Hopf/twistor fibrations). The Sullivan model for the plain
Hopf/twistor fibrations (11) is as follows:
S7
hC

R

h1,
f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7

/

d h1 = f2
d f2 = 0
d h3 = ω4− f2∧ f2
dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4

' // R [ω7]
/(
dω7 = 0
)
CP3
tH

R

f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7
/

d f2 = 0
d h3 = ω4− f2∧ f2
dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4

0
0
0
ω
7
7!
7!
7!
7!
f2 h
3 ω
4 ω
7
88
?
f2 h3 ω4 ω7
7! 7! 7! 7!
f2 h3 ω4 ω7
OO
' // R
[
f2,
ω7
]/( d f2 = 0
dω7 =−( f2)4
)
S4 R
[
ω4,
ω7
]/(dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4
)?
ω4 ω7
7! 7!
ω4 ω7
OO
−
f2 ∧
f2 ω
7
7!
7!
ω
4
ω
7
77
(41)
where the generators ω4,ω7, f2,h3 are all normalized according to (37), in particular:〈
ω4,S4
〉
= 1
〈
f2,S2
〉
= 1. (42)
Note that on the right in (41) we are showing the Sullivan models of S7 and of CP3 by themselves (which is
classical, e.g. [FHT00, p. 142, 203][Me13, 1.2, 5.3]), while on the left we are showing their Sullivan models as
fiber spaces, i.e., the relative Sullivan models.
Proof. (i) It is classical that the Sullivan model for S4 is as shown (it is also a special case of Lemma 2.10).
(ii) Since CP3! S4 is an S2-fibration (11), Lemma 2.10 implies from (i) that CP3 fibered over S4 is modeled by
CE
(
lCP3
)
S4 = R
[
ω4,ω7, f2,h3
]/

dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4
d f2 = 0
d h3 = f2∧ f2+α4

for some closed element α4 ∈ CE
(
lS4
)
. But in the present case, due to (i), there is a unique such element, up to a
real factor, namely ω4. Below in (45) we find this factor to be unity. This yields the middle part of (41).
(iii) Since S7! CP3 is an S1-fibration (11), Lemma 2.10 implies, via (ii), that S7 fibered over CP3 is modeled by
CE
(
lS7
)
CP3 = R
[
ω4,ω7, f2,h3,h1
]/

dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4
d f2 = 0
d h3 = f2∧ f2+ω4
d f1 = α2

for some closed degree-2 element α2 ∈ CE
(
lCP3
)
S2 . But in the present case, due to (ii), there is a unique such
element, up to a real factor, namely f2. Thus, by suitably rescaling f1, we obtain α2 = f2 and the claim follows. 
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With this, we may turn to the main theorem:
Theorem 2.14 (Normalized Sullivan model of Borel-equivariant Hopf/twistor fibrations). The iterative relative
Sullivan models for the parametrized Hopf/twistor fibrations (29) are as follows (here 12 p1,χ8 ∈ CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
, via
Lemma 2.12):
S7Sp(2)
hCSp(2)




CE
(
lBSp(2)
)

h1,
f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7

/

d h1 = f2
d f2 = 0
d h3 = ω4− 14 p1− f2∧ f2
dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4+
(1
4 p1
)2
−χ8

CP3Sp(2)
tHSp(2)


CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7
/

d f2 = 0
d h3 = ω4− 14 p1− f2∧ f2
dω4 = 0
dω7 =−ω4∧ω4+
(1
4 p1
)2
−χ8

?
ω4 ω7 f2 h3
7! 7! 7! 7!
ω4 ω7 f2 h3
OO
BSp(2) CE
(
lBSp(2)
)) 	
66
 w
**
1
CC
S4Sp(2)
``
CE
(
lBSp(2)
)[ω4,
ω7
]/dω4 = 0dω7 =−ω4∧ω4+ (14 p1)2
−χ8
 ,
?
ω4 ω7
7! 7!
ω4 ω7
OO
(43)
where the generators f2 and ω4 represent the classes cR1 and
1
2
χ4 in (7), respectively:
[ω4] = 12χ4 ∈ H4
(
CP3Sp(2);R) , [ f2] = cR1 ∈ H2(CP3Sp(2);R). (44)
Proof. That the composite vertical morphism, upon discarding the generators h1, f2 and h3, is the Sullivan model
for hHSp(2) with the identification [ω4] = 12χ4 (44) is the result of [FSS19b, 3.19].
Its factorization through CP3Sp(2) must have Sullivan model given by adjoining generators f2 and f3, by
Lemma 2.8 with Lemma 2.10. The fiberwise normalization (42) implies the identification [ f2] = cR1 in (44), using
that cR1 pulled back along S
2 = SU(2)/U(1)! BU(1)R is the unit volume generator.
For the factorization of hHSp(2) through CP3Sp(2) to reproduce on fibers over BSp(2) (hence upon dis-
carding the generators 12 p1 and χ8) the Sullivan model for the plain Hopf/twistor fibrations from Lemma 2.13 at
least those monomials in f2 shown in (43) have to appear. We just have to observe that the relative coefficients
in the differential relations for h3 are as shown. But under the identification (44) we have the second logical
equivalence shown here:
dh3 = ω4− 14 p1− f2∧ f2 ⇔
[
ω4− 14 p1
]
= f2∧ f2 ⇔ Γ˜4− Γ˜vac4 = cR1 ∪ cR1 ∈ H4
(
CP3Sp(2); R) . (45)
That the relation on the right of (45) does hold follows immediately from (33) in Theorem 2.9.
Hence to conclude it suffices now to show that no further monomials in f2 appear on the right of (43):
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First, any further monomial in f2 that does appear must contain as a factor a basic generator, namely a generator
from CE(lBSp(2)), to guarantee that it vanishes on fibers (where we already have the right terms). Since, by
Lemma 2.12, the generators of CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
are in degrees 4 and 8, the only further term that could possibly
appear, by degree reasons, is the blue term in the following expression:
dω7 = −ω4∧ω4+
(1
2 p1
)2−χ8+a · f2∧ f2∧ p1 (46)
for some coefficient a ∈ R. But we also know that tH Sp(2) is an S2-fibration (by Lemma 2.8), so that Lemma
2.10 rules out the appearance of the blue term in (46) (i.e., implies a = 0). 
3 Charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy
After recalling (in §3.1) general non-abelian cohomology and highlighting the non-abelian Chern-Dold character
map, we introduce (in §3.2) the twisted non-abelian cohomology to be called Twistorial Cohomotopy and use the
results from §2 to show (Corollary 3.10) that charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy implies the heteoric
shifted flux quantization condition (6).
3.1 Non-abelian Chern-Dold character
We recall the Chern-Dold character (54) in generalized cohomology and then introduce its generalization, to a
non-abelian Chern-Dold character (62) on non-abelian cohomology. For full technical detail see [FSS20c].
From generalized to non-abelian cohomology. It is well-known, though perhaps under-appreciated, that coho-
mology theory is all about homotopy groups of mapping spaces into a given “coefficient space” or “classifying
space”. We recall this briefly for “bare” cohomology theories, with the domain spaces X assumed to a sufficiently
nice topological space; but the statement remains true for structured cohomology theories such as differential
and/or equivariant cohomology, when interpreted internal to suitable higher toposes, see [SS20b, p. 6].
For ordinary (e.g., singular) cohomology with coefficients in an abelian discrete group A, these classifying
spaces are the Eilenberg-MacLane spaces K(A,n) (e.g. [AGP02, §7.1, Cor. 12.1.20]):
ordinary
cohomology
Hn
(
X ;A) '
homotopy classes of maps to
Eilenberg-MacLane space
pi0 Maps
(
X , K(A,n)
)
. (47)
These happen to be based loop spaces of each other, K(A,n) 'whe ΩK(A,n+1) (e.g. [AGP02, 7.1.1]), so that each
of them is an infinite loop space (e.g. [Ad78]).
More generally, consider a generalized cohomology theory4 E• in the sense of [Wh62] (see [Ad75][Ad78]),
such as K-theory, elliptic cohomology, tmf, stable Cobordism, stable Cohomotopy, etc. These are classified by
such sequences of (pointed) spaces which are successively equipped with weak homotopy equivalences exhibiting
them as based loop spaces of each other, called a spectrum of spaces:
{En}n∈N , s.t. En ' ΩEn+1 , (48)
in that
generalized
cohomology
En(X) '
homotopy classes of maps to
infinite loop space
pi0 Maps(X , En) . (49)
This is the Brown representability theorem, see e.g. [Ad75, §III.6][Ko96, §3.4]. But the right hand side of (49)
makes sense for En any space, not necessarily part of a spectrum (48), and not necessarily even being a loop
space. It is not the notion of cohomology itself, but rather only some extra properties enjoyed by these abelian
cohomology groups (such as existence of connecting homomorphisms) which is what is reflected in the infinite
loop space structure (48).
4 The term is widely used but somewhat unfortunate, since various further generalizations of Whitehead’s generalization of ordinary
cohomology theories are relevant, such as twisted-, sheaf-, differential-, equivariant- and nonabelian-cohomology theories, as well as all
their joint combinations.
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Indeed, for G a well-behaved topological group, not necessarily abelian (such as G = U(1),SU(n),Sp(n), · · · )
the fundamental theorem of G-principal bundles ([St51, §19.3], review in [Add07, §5]) says that degree-1 non-
abelian cohomology with coefficients in G is represented by the classifying space BG of G:
non-abelian cohomology with
coefficients in topological group
H1(X ; G) '
homotopy classes of maps
to classifying space of group
pi0 Maps(X , BG) . (50)
If G= A is abelian and discrete, then BA' K(A,1) and (50) reduces to (47), but not otherwise. Moreover, the May
recognition theorem implies that any connected space A is weakly homotopy equivalent to a classifying space BG,
namely for G = ΩA the based loop group of A (which may be rectified, up to weak homotopy equivalence, to an
actual topological group). Thereby, the traditional equivalence (50) is re-interpreted as an elegant general notion
of non-abelian cohomology:
non-abelian cohomology
with coefficients in A
H
(
X ; A
)
:=
homotopy-classes of
maps to A
pi0 Maps
(
X , A
)
=
X
c
map/cocycle

c′
map/cocycle
@@A
homotopy/
coboundary

/
homotopy
(51)
Non-abelian cohomology in this generality is discussed in [To02][Ja09][RS12][NSS12a][NSS12b][SS20b]. For
example, for X = Sn an n-sphere, we have Sn ' B(ΩSn) and the corresponding non-abelian cohomology theory
(50) is Cohomotopy theory
pin(X) := pi0 Maps
(
X , Sn
) ' H1(X ; ΩSn).
This perspective on generalized/non-abelian cohomology via classifying spaces makes many related concepts
nicely transparent, for example the notions of twisting in cohohomology and of generalized Chern characters.
Twisted non-abelian cohomology. A twist of A-cohomology (50) is what is classified by a twisted parametrization
of A over some base space B [NSS12a, §4][SS20b, §2.2]. Instead of mapping into a fixed classifying spaces, a
twisted cocycle maps into a varying classifying space that may twist and turn as one moves in the domain space.
In other words, a twisting τ of A-cohomology theory on some X is a bundle over X with typical fiber A, and a
τ-twisted cocycle is a section of that bundle [NSS12a, §4][ABGHR14][SS20a, §2.2]:
τ-twisted
non-abelian generalized
A-cohomology theory
Aτ(X) :=

A-fiber bundle
P
p

//
universal
A-fiber bundle
AAut(A)

X
continuous section
= twisted cocycle
11
X τ
classifying map for P
// BAut(A)
/
∼ homotopy
BAut(A)
'

X
twist τ
&&
continuous function // AAut(A)
vv
BAut(A)
|
ho
mo
top
y
/
∼ homotopy
BAut(A)
(52)
Here the equivalent formulation shown in the second line follows because A-fiber bundles are themselves classified
by nonabelian Aut(A)-cohomology (see [NSS12a, 4.11][SS20b, 2.92]), as shown on the right of the first line.
With a general concept of twisted non-abelian cohomology theories in hand, we turn to discussion of their
Chern-Dold characters. At their core, these come from the rationalization approximation on coefficient/classifying
spaces:
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Rationalization. For X a connected space, we write
X
LR
rationalization
(over the real numbers)
// lX (53)
for its rationalization (e.g. [He07, 1.4]) over the real numbers. Elsewhere we use the notation lX more specifically
for the L∞-algebra that is the formal dual of the Sullivan model for X [BFM06][BMSS19, §2.1] (or in their rectified
incarnation [FRS13, §1.0.2]: dg-Lie algebras as in the original [Qu69]), but by the fundamental theorem of rational
homotopy theory it is expedient to conflate the two.
Chern-Dold character in abelian cohomology. Given an abelian generalized cohomology theory E• (49), ra-
tionalization (53) of its classifying spaces (48) induces a cohomology operation from E-cohomology theory to
ordinary cohomology with coefficients in the rationalized stable homotopy groups of E:
Chern-Dold
character
chE : En(X)
generalized
cohomology
Brown
represen-
tability' pi0 Maps
(
X , En
) rationalization
pi0 Maps(X ,LR)
// pi0 Maps
(
X , lEn
)
=: EnR
(
X
)
rational E-cohomology
Dold’s
equiv-
alence' ⊕
k
Hn+k
(
X ; pik(E)⊗ZR
)
,
ordinary cohomology
with coefficients in
rationalized homotopy groups of E
(54)
where Dold’s equivalence on the far right is due to [Do65, Cor. 4], reviewed in [Rud98, §II.3.17]. This map (54)
is called the Chern-Dold character map, due to [Bu70]. The modern formulation above is made fully explicit in
[LSW16, §2.1]; see also [HS05, §4.8][BN14, p. 17][GS17]. For example:
(i) When E• = H•(−;Z) is ordinary integral cohomology, its rationalization is E•R = H•(−;R) and the Chern-
Dold character (54) reduces to extension of scalars from integral to real cohomology, as in (1), (2).
(ii) When E• = KU• is complex topological K-theory, its rationalization is KU0,1R ' Heven,odd(−;R) and the
Chern-Dold character (54) reduces to the ordinary Chern character (see [GSa18][GSa19] for extensive dis-
cussions).
Chern-Dold character in non-abelian cohomology.
Definition 3.1 (Non-abelian de Rham cohomology [SSS09a, §6.5][FSSt10, §4.1]). The non-abelian de Rham
cohomology of a smooth manifold X with coefficients in an L∞-algebra g of finite type is the quotient of the set
of dg-algebra homomorphism from the Chevalley-Eilenberg algebra CE(g) of g (which is the Sullivan model of a
rational space) to the de Rham dg-algebra Ω•dR of differential forms on X , quotiented by dg-algebra homotopies:
non-abelian
de Rham cohomology
with coefficients in lA
HdR
(
X ; lA
)
:= Hom
(Sullivan model/Chevalley-Eilenbergdg-algebra
CE(lA) ,
de-Rham
dg-algebra
Ω•dR(X)
)/
∼ =

Ω•dR(X)
xx
A
dg-algebra homomorphism/
flat lA-valued differential form
ff
A′
dg-algebra homomorphism/
flat lA-valued differential form
CE
(
lA
)
dga-homotopy/
coboundary

/
homotopy
(55)
Example 3.2 (Recovering ordinary de Rham cohomology). In the case that g = R[n] is the line L∞-algebra con-
centrated in degree n, its Chevalley-Eilenberg algebra is the free graded-commutative algebra on a single generator
in degree n+1 with vanishing differential; which is also the Sullivan model of the Eilenberg-MacLane space (47)
in that degree:
CE
(
R[n]
)
= R
[
cn1
]/(
d cn+1 = 0
) ' CE(lK(n+1,Z)) . (56)
Hence dg-algebra homomorphisms out of this into a de Rham algebra are equivalently closed differential (n+1)-
forms:
Hom
(
CE(R[1]),Ω•dR(X)
) ' Ωn(X)cl , (57)
and dg-algebra homotopies between these are equivalently de Rham coboundaries. Therefore, the non-abelian de
Rham cohomology (55) with these coefficients reduces to ordinary de Rham cohomology in that degree:
HdR
(
X ; R[n]
) ' Hn+1dR (X) . (58)
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Proposition 3.3 (Non-abelian de Rham theorem). Let X be a smooth manifold and A a nilpotent topological space
of finite rational homotopy type, hence with a Sullivan model CE
(
lA
)
for its rationalization lA (53). Then the
non-abelian cohomology (51) of X with real coefficients lA is equialent to the non-abelian de Rham cohomology
(55) with coefficient in lA: non-abelian
real cohomology
H(X ; lA) '
non-abelian
de Rham cohomology
HdR(X ; lA) . (59)
Proof. Unwinding the definitions, the equivalence (59) reduces to the fundamental theorem of rational homotopy
theory [BG76, §9.4] (reviewed as [BMSS19, Prop. 2.11]; see also [He07, Cor. 1.26]) which identifies the hom-
sets in the homotopy categories of a) nilpotent and finite-type rational topological spaces, and b) the opposite of
dgc-algebras. 
Proposition 3.4 (Non-abelian de Rham theorem for stable coefficients). Let X be a smooth manifold, and E an
infinite-loop space (48). Then non-abelian de Rham cohomology (55) of X with coefficients in lE is equivalent to
the real cohomology of X with coefficients in the rationalized homotopy groups of E:
HdR
(
X ; lE
) ' ⊕
k
Hk
(
X ; pik(E)⊗Z R
)
. (60)
Proof. The Sullivan model of an infinite loop space is the free graded algebra generated by its rationalized homo-
topy groups, with vanishing differential (see [FHT00, p. 143], or, from a broader perspective of rational spectra,
[BMSS19, Lemma 2.25, Prop. 2.30]). This implies the claim by Example 3.2, via the ordinary de Rham theorem
(e.g. [FHT00, 10.15]). 
In conclusion:
Proposition 3.5 (Non-abelian de Rham theorem recovers Dold’s equivalence). Let X be a smooth manifold, and
E (the connective spectrum of) an infinite-loop space (48). Then Dold’s equivalence is equivalent to the restriction
of the non-abelian de Rham theorem (Prop. 3.3) to stable coefficients (Prop. 3.4):
EnR(X)
Dold’s equivalence
' //
⊕
k
Hn+k
(
X ; pin+k(E)⊗Z R
)
OO
' (60)
H(X ; lEn) non-abelian
de Rham theorem
Prop. 3.3
' // HdR
(
X ; lEn
)
(61)
Therefore, we obtain the following generalization of the Chern-Dold character (54):
Definition 3.6 (Chern-Dold character in non-abelian cohomology). Let X be a smooth manifold and A a nilpotent
space of finite rational type. Then the non-abelian Chern-Dold character on non-abelian cohomology theory (51)
represented by A is the composite of
(a) the rationalization map (53) on coefficients
(b) the non-abelian de Rham theorem 3.3:
non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
chA : H(X ;A)
non-abelian
cohomology
with coefficients in A
:= pi0 Maps(X , A)
rationalization
pi0 Maps(X ,LR)
// pi0 Maps(X , lA) =: H(X ; lA)
non-abelian cohomology
with coefficients in lA
non-abelian
de Rham
theorem' HdR(X ; lA) .
non-abelian
de Rham cohomology
with coefficients in lA
(62)
Chern-Dold character in twisted non-abelian cohomology. The above constructions immediately generalize to
twisted nonabelian cohomology (52) to yield the twisted non-abelian Chern character cohomology operation:
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Definition 3.7 (Chern-Dold character in twisted non-abelian cohomology). The twisted non-abelian Chern-Dold
character is the non-abelian Chern-Dold character (Def. 3.6) in the slice over BAut(A):
twisted non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
chτA : H
τ(X ;A)
τ-twisted non-abelian
cohomology
with coefficients in A
:= pi0 MapsBAut(A)(X , A)
rationalization
// pi0 Maps/lBAut(A)(X , lA) =: H
lτ(X ; lA)
lτ-tiwsted non-abelian cohomology
with coefficients in lA
twisted non-abelian
de Rham
theorem' H lτdR(X ; lA)
lτ-twisted non-abelian
de Rham cohomology
with coefficients in lA
(63)

X
τ

c // AAut(A)
||
BAut(A)
/
∼
 //

Ω•dR(X)__
τ∗
oo A CE
(
l
(
AAut(A)))
CE
(
l
(
BAut(A)
)),
::
/
∼
Remark 3.8 (Charge quantization by lift through Chern-Dold character). Just as for the traditional Chern charac-
ter on K-theory (see [GSa18] for a detailed account), the Chern-Dold character (54) is generally far from being
surjective, and the same is true for its non-abelian (62) and its twisted non-abelian generalization (63).
(i) The obstruction to lifting de Rham form data through the Chern-Dold character maps are integrality conditions
that disappear upon rationalization, hence are “quantization” conditions (in the original sense of Bohr-Sommerfeld
quantization).
(ii) Therefore, if any given differential form data lifts through the Chern-Dold character of some twisted non-
abelian A-cohomology theory, we say that that it is quantized in A-theory.
(iii) In typical examples the differential forms in question are flux densities, encoding charges of physical fields, and
hence we speak of charge-quantization in A-theory. (For abelian cohomology this is discussed in [Fr00][GSa19].)
3.2 Twistorial Cohomotopy theory
We now identify and study the twisted non-abelian cohomology theory whose classifying space is the Borel-
equivariant twistor fibration (Def. 2.5). The main result of this section is Theorem 3.11, which shows that charge-
quantization (Remark 3.8) in this Twistorial Cohomotopy (Prop. 3.9) imposes a shifted integrality condition (77)
on Chern-Dold character forms (Corollary 3.11) matching that of (6).
Tangential Sp(2)-structure. Consider smooth spin 8-manifolds X that are equipped with tangential Sp(2)-
structure (e.g. [SS20b, 4.48]), hence with a homotopy-lift 5 of the classifying map of their tangent bundle to
the classifying space BSp(2) of the quaternionic unitary group (Def. A.3) along its canonical inclusion iSp (38):
8-manifold
X
""
tangential
Sp(2)-structure
τ //
classifying map
of tangent bundle T X ""
BSp(2)
BiSpzz
BSpin(8)
{
(64)
In the intended applications, this spin 8-manifold (64) is one factor in an 11-dimensional spacetime of the form
R2,1×X (see [FSS19b, §3]). We write ω for any affine connection on T X (“spin connection”) and write
pi(ω) ∈ H2idR(X) ' H2i(X ;R) . (65)
for the induced Pontrjagin forms (e.g. [GSa18, p. 10]).
5 All diagrams in the following are filled with such homotopies, but for ease of presentation we mostly suppress them, notationally.
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Associated twistor-space fibration. By Prop. 2.2, a tangential Sp(2)-structure (64) induces, via pullback of the
parametrized Hopf/twistor fibration from Def. 2.5, an S4-fibration E and a CP3-fibration E˜ over X , connected by a
morphism of fibrations over X which is fiberwise the plain twistor fibration tH (11):
CP3
tH
twistor
fibration
!!

  //
CP3-fibration
over spacetime
E˜ 
 //


CP3Sp(2) CP3-fibration overclassifying space

tHSp(2) universal fiberwisetwistor fibration
%%
S4

//
(pb)
S4-fibration
over spacetime
E //

(pb)
S4Sp(2) S4-fibration overclassifying space

{x}   // X
spacetime
T X
&&
τ
Sp(2)-structure
// BSp(2)
classifying space
vv
BSpin(8)
(66)
Twistorial Cohomotopy theory. A section (c,a) of the CP3-fibration E˜ is a cocycle in a twisted non-abelian
cohomology theory (52), which we call Twistorial Cohomotopy theory 6 of X . Notice that, as in (52), such a
section is equivalently a lift of the classifying map τ to the parametrized twistor space:
E˜ //

(pb)
CP3Sp(2)

X
section of
τ-associated
twistor fibration
(c,a)
==
τ // BSp(2)
⇔
CP3Sp(2)

X
lift of τ to
universally parametrized
twistor space
(c,a) 66
τ // BSp(2)
We write
Twistorial Cohomotopy
of tangentially Sp(2)-structured
manifold
T τ(X) :=

universally parametrized
twistor space
CP3Sp(2)

X
cocycle
(c,a)
44
τ
Sp(2)-structure
// BSp(2)
/
∼
(67)
for the set of homotopy classes (relative X) of such sections, and call this the cohomology set of Twistorial Coho-
motopy, when evaluated on spin-8 manifolds with tangential Sp(2)-structure τ (64).
Twistor fibration as cohomology operation. Notice the direct analogy of Twistorial Cohomotopy theory (67) to
J-twisted Cohomotopy theory [FSS19b, 2.1]:
J-twisted 4-Cohomotopy
of tangentially
Sp(2)-structured
manifold
piτ(X) :=

universally parametrized
4-sphere
S4Sp(2)

X
cocycle
c
44
τ
Sp(2)-structure
// BSp(2)
/
∼
(68)
6 Not to be confused with twistor cohomology (see, e.g., [EPW81]). The latter is abelian cohomology of twistor space, while Twistorial
Cohomotopy is non-abelian cohomology with coefficients in (Borel-equivariantized) twistor space, hence with cocycles being maps into
twistor space.
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and the fact that postcomposition with the parametrized twistor fibration (Def. 2.5) constitutes a cohomology
operation (a natural transformation of cohomology sets) between the two:
Twistorial
Cohomotopy
T τ (
tGSp(2))∗
cohomology operation by
parametrized twistor fibration //
J-twisted
Cohomotopy
piτ (69)
Chern-Dold character in Twistorial Cohomotopy. The Chern-Dold character (63) in J-twisted 4-Cohomotopy
(68) is discussed in some detail [FSS19b]. The following Prop. 3.9 is its generalization to Twistorial Cohomotopy:
Proposition 3.9 (Chern-Dold character in Twistorial Cohomotopy theory). The Chern-Dold character (63) in
Twistorial Cohomotopy (67) is of the following form:
Twistorial
Cohomology
T τ(X)
chT
twisted non-abelian
Chern-Dold character
//

F2,
H3,
G4,
G7
∈Ω•(X)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
d F2 = 0
d H3 = G4− 14 p1(ω)−F2∧F2
d G4 = 0
d G7 =−12
(
G4− 14 p1(ω)
)∧ (G4+ 14 p1(ω))− 14(p2− (12 p1(ω))2)
/
∼
(c,a)  // (c,a)∗

f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7
 (70)
Proof. By Theorem 2.14 the class of a section of the parametrized twistor fibration in rational homotopy theory is
given equivalently by a dg-algebra homomorphism shown in blue in the following diagram:
CP3Sp(2)
tHSp(2)

CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
f2,
h3,
ω4,
ω7
/

d f2 = 0
d h3 = ω4− 14 p1− f2∧ f2
dω4 = 0
dω7 =−
(
ω4− 14 p1
)∧ (ω4+ 14 p1)
− 12
(
p2− (12 p1)2
)

OO
ω4 ω7
7! 7!
ω4 ω7
rational dg-model
for cocycle in
twisted T-theory
F2 [ f2
H3 [ h3
G4 [ ω4
2G7 [ ω7
yy
X
cocycle in
twisted Cohomotopy
c
//
cocycle in
twisted T-theory
(c,a)
CC
τ

T X

S4Sp(2)

Ω•(X) oo
YY
1
2 p1(ω) χ8(ω)
7! 7!
1
2 p1 χ8
CE
(
lBSp(2)
)[ω4,
ω7
]/dω4 = 0dω7 =−(ω4− 14 p1)∧ (ω4+ 14 p1)
− 12
(
p2− (12 p1)2
)

55
( 
BSpin(8) BSp(2) CE
(
lBSp(2)
)
(71)
Here the dg-algebras on the right are the Sullivan model for the Borel-equivariant twistor fibration (43) from
Theorem 2.14. These being Sullivan models means that they are cofibrant as dg-algebras, which implies that all
homotopy classes of rational sections are indeed represented this way. Therefore, a rational section is specified by
the differential forms on X to which it pulls back the generators on the right. The condition for any such set of
differential forms to arise this way is that it satisfies the same differential relations as the generators, now in the de
Rham dg-algebra Ω•(X). This way the relation d f2 = 0 in the Sullivan model pulls back to the relation dF2 = 0 in
Ω•(X) in (71), etc. 
For use below, we record the de Rham-cohomological relations implied by the differential relations (70):
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Corollary 3.10 (Cohomological relations in Twistorial Cohomotopy). For X an 8-manifold with tangential Sp(2)-
structure (64), let F2,H3,G4,G7 ∈Ω•(X) be differential form components in the image of the Chern-Dold character
in Twistorial Cohomotopy on X (Def. 3.9). Then the real/de Rham cohomology classes these represent satisfy the
following relations:
[G4]− 14 p1 = [F2∧F2] ∈ H4(X ,R) , (72)
0 =
(
[F2∧F2]+ 12 p1
)∪ [F2∧F2] + 12(p2− 14 p1∪ p1) ∈ H8(X ,R) . (73)
Proof. Equation (72) is the direct consequence of the second line in (70). From the fourth line of (70) we similarly
get the relation
− [G4∧G4]+ 116 p1∪ p1−χ8 = 0 (74)
Plugging (72) and (40) into (74) yields (73). 
Charge quantization in Twistorial Cohomotopy. Finally we obtain the claimed result (6):
Corollary 3.11 (Shifted integrality of G4, F2 in Twistorial Cohomotopy). Let X be a spin 8-manifold with tangen-
tial Sp(2)-structure τ (64). Then differential form data (F2,H3,G4,G7) ∈Ω•(X) which is in the image (70) of the
Chern-Dold character from Prop. 3.9, hence which is charge-quantized (Remark 3.8) in Twistorial Cohomotopy
(67), satisfies the following integrality conditions:
(i) The class of G4 shifted by 14 p1(ω) is integral, hence is the image in real cohomology of a class in integral
cohomology:
[G4+ 14 p1(ω)] ∈ H4
(
X ,Z
)
// H4(X ,R) . (75)
(ii) The class of F2 is integral:
[F2] ∈ H2(X ,Z) // H2(X ,R) . (76)
(iii) Hence the relation (72) is the image of such a relation in integral cohomology:
[G4− 14 p1(ω)] = [F2∧F2] ∈ H4
(
X ,Z
)
// H4(X ,R) . (77)
Proof. By Prop. 3.9 these de Rham classes are pullbacks of the generators in the Sullivan model from Theorem
2.14. By the normalization (44) there, the statement hence follows with Theorem 2.9. 
A Quaternion-linear groups
For reference, we record some basics of quaternion-linear groups:
Definition A.1 (Special quaternion-linear group). The special quaternion-linear group
SL(2,H) :=
{
G ∈ Mat(2×2,H) | detDi(G) = 1
}
(78)
is the group of 2×2 quaternionic matrices with unit Dieudonne´ determinant [Di43] (review in [As96][VB20, §1]).
Remark A.2 (Size of SL(2,H)). When restricted along the inclusion of complex matrices into quaternionic ma-
trices
Mat(2×2,C)   iC // Mat(2×2,H)
the Dieudonne´ determinant does not reduce to the ordinary determinant, but to its absolute value:
detDi
(
iC(A)
)
= ‖det(A)‖ . (79)
Accordingly, SL(2,H) (Def. A.1) is larger than the notation might suggest: For instance, it follows immediately
from (79) that all complex unitary matrices have unit Dieudonne´ determinant. In fact, Example A.4 says that
the full quaternion-unitary group (Def. A.3) is contained in SL(2,H) (84) (and hence coincides with what would
otherwise be called SU(2,H)).
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Definition A.3 (Unitary quaternion-linear groups). Let n ∈ N.
(i) The n×n quaternionic unitary group is
Sp(n) := U(n,H) :=
{
G ∈ GL(n,H) | G ·G† = 1} , (80)
where (−)† denotes matrix transpose combined with quaternionic conjugation.
(ii) The central product group of Sp(n1) with Sp(n2) is
Sp(n1) ·Sp(n2) :=
(
Sp(n1)×Sp(n2)
)
/{(1,1),(−1,−1)}︸ ︷︷ ︸
'Z2
(81)
Example A.4 (Subgroups of quaternion-linear groups). We have the following canonical subgroup inclusions into
special quaternion-linear (Def. A.1) and unitary quaternion-linear groups (Def. A.3):
(i) The algebra inclusion of the complex numbers into the quaternions induces:
C 
 // H
U(n,C)
=
  // U(n,H)
=
U(n) 
 // Sp(n)
(82)
(ii) We write
Sp(1)L×Sp(1)R   // Sp(2)
(qL,qR)
 // diag(qL,qR)
(83)
for the subgroup of Sp(2) given by the diagonal matrices with coefficients in unit-norm quaternions q, hence the
direct product group of two copies of Sp(1), equipped with their left and right factor embedding, as indicated.
(iii) The unitary quaternion-linear 2× 2-matrices (Def. A.3) have Dieudonne´-determinant (Def. A.1) equal to 1
[CDL00, 6.4] and hence include into the special quaternion-linear group:
Sp(2) = U(2,H) ⊂ SL(2,H) . (84)
(iv) There is the canonical subgroup inclusion of symplectic-unitary groups into their central product groups (81)
Sp(n1)
  // Sp(n1) ·Sp(n2)
A  // [A,1]
(85)
References
[ABS19] B. Acharya, R. Bryant, and S. Salamon, A circle quotient of a G2 cone, [arXiv:1910.09518].
[Ad75] J. F. Adams, Stable homotopy and generalized homology, The University of Chicago Press, 1974,
[ucp:bo21302708].
[Ad78] J. Adams, Infinite loop spaces, Annals of Mathematics Studies 90, Princeton University Press, 1978,
[doi:10.1515/9781400821259].
[Add07] N. Addington, Fiber bundles and nonabelian cohomology, 2007,
[pages.uoregon.edu/adding/notes/gstc2007.pdf]
[AGP02] M. Aguilar, S. Gitler and C. Prieto, Algebraic topology from a homotopical viewpoint, Springer, 2002,
[doi:10.1007/b97586].
[AGLP11] L. Anderson, J. Gray, A. Lukas, and E. Palti, Two Hundred Heterotic Standard Models on Smooth
Calabi-Yau Threefolds, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011), 106005, [arXiv:1106.4804].
[AGLP12] L. Anderson, J. Gray, A. Lukas, and E. Palti, Heterotic Line Bundle Standard Models, J. High Energy
Phys. 06 (2012), 113, [arXiv:1202.1757].
[ACGLP14] L. Anderson, A. Constantin, J. Gray, A. Lukas, and E. Palti, A Comprehensive Scan for Heterotic
SU(5) GUT models, J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2014), 047, [arXiv:1307.4787].
[ABGHR14] M. Ando, A. Blumberg, D. Gepner, M. Hopkins, and C. Rezk, An ∞-categorical approach to R-line
bundles, R-module Thom spectra, and twisted R-homology, J. Topology 7 (2014), 869-893,
[arXiv:1403.4325].
23
[AS13] J. Armstrong and S. Salamon, Twistor Topology of the Fermat Cubic, SIGMA 10 (2014), 061, 12 pages,
[arXiv:1310.7150].
[As96] H. Aslaksen, Quaternionic determinants, The Mathematical Intelligencer 18 (1996), 57-65,
[doi:10.1007/BF03024312].
[At79] M. Atiyah, Geometry of Yang-Mills fields, Publications of the Scuola Normale Superiore (1979) 98,
[spire:150867].
[BH09] J. Baez and J. Huerta, Division algebras and supersymmetry I, in: R. Doran, G. Friedman and J. Rosenberg
(eds.), Superstrings, Geometry, Topology, and C∗-algebras, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 81, AMS, Providence,
2010, pp. 65-80, [arXiv:0909.0551].
[BC88] I. Bengtsson and M. Cederwall, Particles, Twistors and the Division Algebras, Nucl. Phys. B302 (1988),
81-103, [doi:10.1016/0550-3213(88)90667-0].
[Bo36] K. Borsuk, Sur les groupes des classes de transformations continues, CR Acad. Sci. Paris 202 (1936),
1400-1403, [doi:10.24033/asens.603].
[BC98] R. Bott and A. Cattaneo, Integral Invariants of 3-Manifolds, J. Diff. Geom., 48 (1998), 91-133,
[euclid:jdg/1214460608], [arXiv:dg-ga/9710001].
[BG76] A. Bousfield and V. Gugenheim, On PL deRham theory and rational homotopy type, Memoirs of the
AMS, vol. 179 (1976), [ams:memo-8-179].
[BBL17] A. Braun, C. R. Brodie, and A. Lukas, Heterotic Line Bundle Models on Elliptically Fibered Calabi-Yau
Three-folds, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2018), 087, [arXiv:1706.07688].
[BMSS19] V. Braunack-Mayer, H. Sati and U. Schreiber, Gauge enhancement of Super M-Branes via rational
parameterized stable homotopy theory Comm. Math. Phys. 371 (2019), 197-265,
[10.1007/s00220-019-03441-4], [arXiv:1806.01115].
[Br82] R. Bryant, Conformal and minimal immersions of compact surfaces into the 4-sphere, J. Differential Geom.
17 (1982), 455-473, [euclid:jdg/1214437137].
[Bu70] V. M. Buchstaber, The Chern-Dold character in cobordisms. I, Math. Sb. 12, AMS (1970),
[doi:10.1070/SM1970v012n04ABEH000939].
[BFM06] U. Buijs, Y. Fe´lix, and A. Murillo, L∞-rational homotopy of mapping spaces, published as: L∞-models
of based mapping spaces, J. Math. Soc. Japan 63 (2011), 503-524, [doi:10.2969/jmsj/06320503],
[arXiv:1209.4756].
[Bu11] U. Bunke, String structures and trivialisations of a Pfaffian line bundle, Commun. Math. Phys. 307 (2011),
675, [doi:10.1007/s00220-011-1348-0], [arXiv:0909.0846].
[BN14] U. Bunke and T. Nikolaus, Twisted differential cohomology, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 19 (2019), 1631-1710,
[arXiv:1406.3231].
[BSS19] S. Burton, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Lift of fractional D-brane charge to equivariant Cohomotopy theory,
J. Geom. Phys. (2020), [arXiv:1812.09679].
[CV98a] M. Cˇadek and J. Vanzˇura, On 4-fields and 4-distributions in 8-dimensional vector bundles over 8-
complexes, Colloq. Math. 76 (1998), 213-228.
[CV98b] M. Cˇadek and J. Vanzˇura, Almost quaternionic structures on eight-manifolds, Osaka J. Math. 35 (1998),
165-190, [euclid:1200787905].
[Ca67] E. Calabi, Minimal immersions of surfaces in euclidean spheres, J. Differential Geom. 1 (1967), 111-125,
[euclid:jdg/1214427884].
[Ca68] E. Calabi, Quelques applications de l’analyse complexe aux surfaces d’aire minima, in H. Rossi (ed.),
Topics in Complex Manifolds, Les Presses de l’Universite´ de Montre´al (1968), 59-81, [naid:10006413960].
[CHSW85] P. Candelas, G. Horowitz, A. Strominger, and E. Witten, Vacuum configurations for superstrings,
Nucl. Phys. B 258 (1985), 46-74, [doi:10.1016/0550-3213(85)90602-9].
[CDF91] L. Castellani, R. D’Auria, and P. Fre´, Supergravity and Superstrings – A Geometric Perspective, World
Scientific, 1991, [doi:doi:10.1142/0224].
[CHZ11] Q. Chen, F. Han and W. Zhang, Generalized Witten Genus and Vanishing Theorems, J. Differential
Geom. 88 (2011), 1-39, [arXiv:1003.2325].
24
[CP18] S. M. Chester and E. Perlmutter, M-Theory Reconstruction from (2,0) CFT and the Chiral Algebra Con-
jecture, J. High Energy Phys. 2018 (2018) 116, [arXiv:1805.00892].
[Cl05] A. Clingher, Heterotic string data and theta functions, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 9 (2005), 173-252,
[doi:10.4310/ATMP.2005.v9.n2.a1], [arXiv:math/0110320].
[CDL00] N. Cohen and S. De Leo, The quaternionic determinat, El. J. Lin. Alg. 7 (2000), 100-111,
[arXiv:math-ph/9907015].
[CJS78] E. Cremmer, B. Julia and J. Scherk, Supergravity in theory in 11 dimensions, Phys. Lett. 76B (1978),
409-412, [doi:10.1016/0370-2693(78)90894-8].
[D’AF82] R. D’Auria and P. Fre´, Geometric supergravity in D= 11 and its hidden supergroup, Nucl. Phys. B 201
(1982), 101–140, [doi:10.1016/0550-3213(82)90376-5].
[DFM03] E. Diaconescu, D. S. Freed, and G. Moore, The M-theory 3-form and E8 gauge theory, In: Elliptic
Cohomology, 44-88, Cambridge University Press, 2007, [arXiv:hep-th/0312069].
[DMW00] D. Diaconescu, G. Moore, and E. Witten, E8-gauge theory and a derivation of K-theory from M-theory,
Adv. Theor. Math. Phys 6 (2003), 1031–1134, [arXiv:hep-th/0005090].
[Di43] J. Dieudonne´, Les de´terminants sur un corps non commutatif, Bull. Soc. Math. France 71 (1943), 27-45,
[numdam:BSMF 1943 71 27 0].
[Do65] A. Dold, Relations between ordinary and extraordinary homology, Matematika 9:2 (1965), 8-14;
[mathnet:mat350], in: J. Adams et al. (eds.), Algebraic Topology: A Student’s Guide, LMS Lecture Note
Series, pp. 166-177, Cambridge 1972, [doi:10.1017/CBO9780511662584.015].
[DOPW99] R. Donagi, B. Ovrut, T. Pantev, and D. Waldram, Standard Models from Heterotic M-theory, Adv.
Theor. Math. Phys. 5 (2002), 93-137, [arXiv:hep-th/9912208].
[DOPW00] R. Donagi, B. Ovrut, T. Pantev, and D. Waldram, Standard Model Vacua in Heterotic M-Theory,
Strings’99, Potsdam, Germany, 19 - 24 Jul 1999, [arXiv:hep-th/0001101].
[Du96] M. Duff, M-Theory (the Theory Formerly Known as Strings), Int. J. Mod. Phys. A11 (1996), 5623-5642,
[arXiv:hep-th/9608117].
[Du98] M. Duff, A Layman’s Guide to M-theory, Abdus Salam Memorial Meeting, Trieste, Italy, 19 - 22 Nov
1997, pp.184-213, [arXiv:hep-th/9805177].
[Du99] M. Duff (ed.), The World in Eleven Dimensions: Supergravity, Supermembranes and M-theory, Institute
of Physics Publishing, Bristol, 1999, [ISBN 9780750306720].
[Du19] M. Duff, in: G. Farmelo, The Universe Speaks in numbers, interview 14, 2019,
[grahamfarmelo.com/the-universe-speaks-in-numbers-interview-14]
[EPW81] M. G. Eastwood, R. Penrose, and R. O. Wells, Cohomology and massless fields, Commun. Math. Phys.
78 (1981), 305-351, [https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01942327].
[ES85] J. Eells and S. Salamon, Twistorial construction of harmonic maps of surfaces into four-manifolds, Annali
della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa - Classe di Scienze, Se. 4, 12 (1985), 589-640,
[numdam:ASNSP 1985 4 12 4 589 0].
[ES03] J. Evslin and H. Sati, SUSY vs E8 Gauge Theory in 11 Dimensions, J. High Energy Phys. 0305 (2003),
048, [doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/048], [arXiv:hep-th/0210090].
[FHT00] Y. Fe´lix, S. Halperin, and J.-C. Thomas, Rational Homotopy Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
205, Springer-Verlag, 2000, [doi:10.1007/978-1-4613-0105-9].
[FRS13] D. Fiorenza, C. L. Rogers and U. Schreiber, L∞-algebras of local observables from higher prequantum
bundles Homology, Homotopy Appl. 16 (2014), 107-142, [doi:10.4310/HHA.2014.v16.n2.a6],
[arXiv:1304.6292].
[FSS13] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Super Lie n-algebra extensions, higher WZW models, and super
p-branes with tensor multiplet fields, Intern. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 12 (2015) 1550018,
[arXiv:1308.5264].
[FSS14a] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, The E8 moduli 3-stack of the C-field, Commun. Math. Phys. 333
(2015), 117-151, [doi:10.1007/s00220-014-2228-1], [arXiv:1202.2455].
[FSS14b] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Multiple M5-branes, String 2-connections, and 7d nonabelian
Chern-Simons theory, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 18 (2014), 229 - 321, [arXiv:1201.5277].
25
[FSS16a] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Rational sphere valued supercocycles in M-theory and type IIA
string theory, J. Geom. Phys. 114 (2017), 91-108, [doi:10.1016/j.geomphys.2016.11.024],
[arXiv:1606.03206].
[FSS16b] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, T-Duality from super Lie n-algebra cocycles for super p-branes,
Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 22 (2018), 1209–1270, [doi:10.4310/ATMP.2018.v22.n5.a3],
[arXiv:1611.06536].
[FSS17] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, T-duality in rational homotopy theory via L∞-algebras, Geometry,
Topology and Mathematical Physics (2018), special issue in honor of Jim Stasheff and Dennis Sullivan,
[GMTP:volume-1-2018], [arXiv:1712.00758].
[FSS19a] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, The rational higher structure of M-theory, Proceedings of Higher
Structures in M-Theory, Durham Symposium 2018, Fortsch. Phys. 2019, [arXiv:1903.02834].
[FSS19b] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Twisted Cohomotopy implies M-theory anomaly cancella-
tion on 8-manifolds, Comm. Math. Phys. 377 (2020), 1961-2025, [doi:10.1007/s00220-020-03707-2],
[arXiv:1904.10207].
[FSS19c] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Twisted Cohomotopy implies M5 WZ term level quantization,
[arXiv:1906.07417].
[FSS19d] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Super-exceptional geometry: Super-exceptional embedding con-
struction of M5 J. High Energy Phys. 2020 (2020), 107, [doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2020)107],
[arXiv:1908.00042].
[FSS20a] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Twisted cohomotopy implies twisted String structure on M5-
branes, [arXiv:2002.11093].
[FSS20b] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Super-exceptional M5-brane model: Emergence of SU(2)-flavor
sector, [arXiv:2006.00012].
[FSS20c] D. Fiorenza, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, The higher non-abelian Chern-Dold character map,
in preparation
[FSSt10] D. Fiorenza, U. Schreiber and J. Stasheff, Cˇech cocycles for differential characteristic classes, Adv.
Theor. Math. Phys. 16 (2012), 149-250, [arXiv:1011.4735].
[Fr00] D. Freed, Dirac charge quantization and generalized differential cohomology, Surveys in Differential Ge-
ometry, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2000, pp. 129-194, [doi:10.4310/SDG.2002.v7.n1.a6],
[arXiv:hep-th/0011220].
[GF16] M. Garcia-Fernandez, Lectures on the Strominger system, Travaux math. XXIV (2016), 7–61,
[arXiv:1609.02615] [math.DG].
[GWY83] H. Gluck, F. Warner, and C. T. Yang, Division algebras, fibrations of spheres by great spheres and the
topological determination of space by the gross behavior of its geodesics, Duke Math. J. 50 (1983), 1041-
1076, [euclid:dmj/1077303489].
[GWZ86] H. Gluck, F. Warner, and W. Ziller, The geometry of the Hopf fibrations, L’Enseignement Math. 32
(1986), 173-198, [doi:10.5169/seals-55085].
[GO93] V. Gorbatsevich and A. L. Onishchik, Compact homogeneous spaces, Chapter 5 in: Lie Groups and Lie
Algebras II: Lie Transformation groups, Encyclopedia of Mathematical Sciences, vol 20, Springer, 1993,
[doi:10.1007/978-3-642-57999-8 11].
[GS17] D. Grady and H. Sati, Twisted differential generalized cohomology theories and their Atiyah-Hirzebruch
spectral sequence, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 19 (2019), 2899-2960, [doi:10.2140/agt.2019.19.2899],
[arXiv:1711.06650] [math.AT].
[GSa18] D. Grady and H. Sati, Differential KO-theory: constructions, computations, and applications,
[arXiv:1809.07059].
[GSa19] D. Grady and H. Sati, Ramond-Ramond fields and twisted differential K-theory, [arXiv:1903.08843].
[GW19] J. Gray and J. Wang, Jumping Spectra and Vanishing Couplings in Heterotic Line Bundle Standard Mod-
els, J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2019), 073, [arXiv:1906.09373].
[GSc84] M. B. Green and J. H. Schwarz, Anomaly cancellation in supersymmetric D = 10 gauge theory and
superstring theory, Phys. Lett. B149 (1984), 117-122, [spire:15583].
26
[GHMR85] D. Gross, J. Harvey, E. Martinec, and R. Rohm, Heterotic string theory (I). The free heterotic string,
Nucl. Phys. B 256 (1985), 253-284, [doi:10.1016/0550-3213(85)90394-3].
[GHMR86] D. Gross, J. Harvey, E. Martinec, and R. Rohm, Heterotic string theory (II). The interacting heterotic
string, Nucl. Phys. B 267 (1986), 75-124, [doi:10.1016/0550-3213(86)90146-X].
[HLZ07] F. Han, K. Liu, and W. Zhang, Anomaly Cancellation and Modularity. II: E8×E8 case, Sci. China Math.
60 (2017), 985-994, [doi:10.1007/s11425-016-9034-1], [arXiv:1209.4540] [hep-th].
[HLLS13] Y.-H. He, S.-J. Lee, A. Lukas, and C. Sun, Heterotic Model Building: 16 Special Manifolds, J. High
Energy Phys. 2014 (2014), 77, [arXiv:1309.0223].
[He07] K. Hess, Rational homotopy theory: a brief introduction, in: L. Avramov et al. (eds.) Interactions between
Homotopy Theory and Algebra, Contemporary Mathematics 436, Amer. Math. Soc., 2007,
[doi:10.1090/conm/436].
[HS05] M. Hopkins and I. Singer, Quadratic Functions in Geometry, Topology,and M-Theory, J. Differential
Geom. 70 (2005), 329-452, [arXiv:math.AT/0211216].
[HW95] P. Horˇava and E. Witten, Heterotic and Type I string dynamics from eleven dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B460
(1996), 506-5524, [arXiv:hep-th/9510209].
[HW96] P. Horˇava and E. Witten, Eleven dimensional supergravity on a manifold with boundary, Nucl. Phys.
B475 (1996), 94-114, [arXiv:hep-th/9603142].
[HLW98] P. S. Howe, N. D. Lambert, and P. C. West, The Self-Dual String Soliton, Nucl. Phys. B515 (1998),
203-216, [arXiv:hep-th/9709014].
[HSS18] J. Huerta, H. Sati, and U. Schreiber, Real ADE-equivariant (co)homotopy of super M-branes, Commun.
Math. Phys. 371 (2019) 425, [doi:10.1007/s00220-019-03442-3], [arXiv:1805.05987].
[Ja09] J. F. Jardine, Cocycle categories, in: N. Baas et, al. (eds.) Algebraic Topology, Abel Symposia, vol 4.
Springer 2009, [doi:10.1007/978-3-642-01200-6 8], [arXiv:math/0605198].
[KMT12] R. Kirby, P. Melvin, and P. Teichner, Cohomotopy sets of 4-manifolds, Geom. & Top. Monographs 18
(2012), 161-190, [arXiv:1203.1608].
[Ko96] S. Kochman, Bordism, Stable Homotopy and Adams Spectral Sequences, Fields Institute Monographs,
American Mathematical Society, 1996, [cds:2264210].
[KT82] T. Kugo and P. Townsend, Supersymmetry and the division algebras, Nucl. Phys. B 221 (1982), 357-380,
[doi:10.1016/0550-3213(83)90584-9].
[La85] H. B. Lawson, Surfaces minimales et la construction de Calabi-Penrose, Se´minaire Bourbaki, volume
1983/84, expose´s 615-632, Aste´risque no. 121-122 (1985), Talk no. 624, p. 197-211,
[numdam:SB 1983-1984 26 197 0].
[LSW16] J. Lind, H. Sati and C. Westerland, Twisted iterated algebraic K-theory and topological T-duality for
sphere bundles, Ann. K-Th. 5 (2020), 1-42, [doi:10.2140/akt.2020.5.1], [arXiv:1601.06285].
[Lo89] B. Loo, The space of harmonic maps of S2 into S4, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 313 (1989), 81-102,
[jstor:2001066].
[Me13] L. Menichi, Rational homotopy – Sullivan models, In: Free loop spaces in geometry and topology, 111-
136, IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys., 24, Eur. Math. Soc., Zu¨rich, 2015, [arXiv:1308.6685].
[Mo14] G. Moore, Physical Mathematics and the Future, talk at Strings 2014,
http://www.physics.rutgers.edu/~gmoore/PhysicalMathematicsAndFuture.pdf
[Mos08] I. G. Moss, Higher order terms in an improved heterotic M theory, J. High Energy Phys. 0811 (2008),
067, [arXiv:0810.1662].
[NH98] H. Nicolai and R. Helling, Supermembranes and M(atrix) Theory, In: M. Duff et. al. (eds.), Nonpertur-
bative aspects of strings, branes and supersymmetry, World Scientific, Singapore, 1999,
[arXiv:hep-th/9809103].
[NSS12a] T. Nikolaus, U. Schreiber, and D. Stevenson, Principal ∞-bundles – General theory, J. Homotopy Rel.
Struc. 10 4 (2015), 749–801, [arXiv:1207.0248].
[NSS12b] T. Nikolaus, U. Schreiber, and D. Stevenson, Principal ∞-bundles – Presentations, J. Homotopy Rel.
Struc. 10, 3 (2015), 565-622, [arXiv:1207.0249].
27
[No08] J. Nordstrom, Calabi’s construction of Harmonic maps from S2 to Sn, Lund University thesis, 2008,
[www.matematik.lu.se/matematiklu/personal/sigma/students/Jonas-Nordstrom-BSc.pdf]
[On60] A. L. Onishchik, On compact Lie groups transitive on certain manifolds, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 135
(1960), 531-534, [mathnet:dan24279].
[Ov02] B. Ovrut, Lectures on Heterotic M-Theory, TASI 2001, [doi:10.1142/9789812702821 0007],
[arXiv:hep-th/0201032].
[Pe56] F. P. Peterson, Some Results on Cohomotopy Groups, Amer. J. Math. 78 (1956), 243-258,
[jstor:2372514].
[Qu69] D. Quillen, Rational homotopy theory, Ann. Math. 90 (1969), 205-295, [jstor:1970725].
[RS12] D. Roberts and D. Stevenson, Simplicial principal bundles in parametrized spaces, New York J. Math. 22
(2016), 405-440, [arXiv:1203.2460].
[Rud98] Y. Rudyak, On Thom Spectra, Orientability, and Cobordism, Springer, 1998,
[doi:10.1007/978-3-540-77751-9].
[Sa05a] H. Sati, M-theory and characteristic classes, J. High Energy Phys. 0508 (2005) 020,
[doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2005/08/020], [arXiv:hep-th/0501245].
[Sa05b] H. Sati, Flux Quantization and the M-Theoretic Characters, Nucl. Phys. B727 (2005), 461-470,
[doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.09.008], [arXiv:hep-th/0507106].
[Sa06a] H. Sati, Duality symmetry and the form fields of M-theory, J. High Energy Phys. 0606 (2006), 062,
[ doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/06/062], [arXiv:hep-th/0509046].
[Sa06b] H. Sati, E8 Gauge Theory and Gerbes in String Theory, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 14 (2010), 1-39,
[arXiv:hep-th/0608190].
[Sa10] H. Sati, Geometric and topological structures related to M-branes, in: R. Doran, G. Friedman and J.
Rosenberg (eds.), Superstrings, Geometry, Topology, and C∗-algebras, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 81, AMS,
Providence, 2010, pp. 181-236, [arXiv:1001.5020] [math.DG].
[Sa13] H. Sati, Framed M-branes, corners, and topological invariants, J. Math. Phys. 59 (2018), 062304,
[arXiv:1310.1060] [hep-th].
[SS19a] H. Sati and U. Schreiber, Equivariant Cohomotopy implies orientifold tadpole cancellation, J. Geom.
Phys. 156 (2020) 103775, [arXiv:1909.12277].
[SS19b] H. Sati and U. Schreiber, Differential Cohomotopy implies intersecting brane observables via configura-
tion spaces and chord diagrams, [arXiv:1912.10425].
[SS20a] H. Sati and U. Schreiber, Twisted Cohomotopy implies M5-brane anomaly cancellation,
[arXiv:2002.07737].
[SS20b] H. Sati and U. Schreiber, Proper Orbifold Cohomology, [arXiv:2008.01101].
[SSS09a] H. Sati, U. Schreiber and J. Stasheff, L∞-algebra connections and applications to String- and Chern-
Simons n-transport in Quantum Field Theory, Birkha¨user (2009), 303-424,
[doi:10.1007/978-3-7643-8736-5 17], [arXiv:0801.3480].
[SSS09b] H. Sati, U. Schreiber, and J. Stasheff, Fivebrane Structures, Rev. Math. Phys. 21 (2009), 1197-1240,
[doi:10.1142/S0129055X09003840], [arXiv:0805.0564] [math.AT].
[SSS12] H. Sati, U. Schreiber, and J. Stasheff, Twisted differential String and Fivebrane structures, Commun.
Math. Phys. 315 (2012), 169-213, [10.1007/s00220-012-1510-3], [arXiv:0910.4001] [math.AT].
[Schw07] J. Schwarz, The Early Years of String Theory: A Personal Perspective, published as Gravity, unification,
and the superstring, in: F. Colomo, P. Di Vecchia (eds.) The birth of string theory, Cambridge University
Press, 2011, [doi:10.1017/CBO9780511977725.005], [arXiv:0708.1917].
[Sp49] E. Spanier, Borsuk’s Cohomotopy Groups, Ann. Math. 50 (1949), 203-245, [jstor:1969362].
[St51] N. Steenrod, The topology of fibre bundles, Princeton Univ. Press, 1951, [jstor:j.ctt1bpm9t5].
[Su77] D. Sullivan, Infinitesimal computations in topology, Publ. Math. I.H.E´.S. 47 (1977), 269-331,
[numdam:PMIHES 1977 47 269 0].
[Sw75] R. Switzer, Algebraic Topology - Homotopy and Homology, Springer, 1975,
[doi:10.1007/978-3-642-61923-6].
28
[Ta09] L. Taylor, The principal fibration sequence and the second cohomotopy set, Proceedings of the Freedman
Fest, Geom. & Topol. Monogr. 18 (2012), 235-251, [arXiv:0910.1781].
[To02] B. Toe¨n, Stacks and Non-abelian cohomology, lecture at Introductory Workshop on Algebraic Stacks, In-
tersection Theory, and Non-Abelian Hodge Theory, MSRI, 2002,
[perso.math.univ-toulouse.fr/btoen/files/2015/02/msri2002.pdf]
[Up16] M. Upmeier, Refinements of the Chern-Dold Character: Cocycle Additions in Differential Cohomology,
J. Homotopy Relat. Struct. 11 (2016), 291-307, [arXiv:1404.2027].
[vN82] P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Free Graded Differential Superalgebras, Istanbul 1982, Proceedings, Group The-
oretical Methods In Physics, 228-247, [spire:182644].
[VB20] J. Venaˆncio and C. Batista, Two-Component Spinorial Formalism using Quaternions for Six-dimensional
Spacetimes, [arXiv:2007.04296].
[Wa13] K. Waldorf, String Connections and Chern-Simons Theory, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 365 (2013), 4393-
4432 [arXiv:0906.0117]
[Wh62] G. Whitehead, Generalized homology theories, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 102 (1962), 227-283,
[jstor:1993676].
[Wi95] E. Witten, String Theory Dynamics In Various Dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 443 (1995), 85-126,
[arXiv:hep-th/9503124].
[Wi96] E. Witten, Strong Coupling Expansion Of Calabi-Yau Compactification, Nucl. Phys. B 471 (1996), 135-
158, [arXiv:hep-th/9602070].
[Wi97a] E. Witten, On Flux Quantization In M-Theory And The Effective Action, J. Geom. Phys. 22 (1997), 1-13,
[arXiv:hep-th/9609122].
[Wi97b] E. Witten, Five-Brane Effective Action In M-Theory, J. Geom. Phys. 22 (1997), 103-133,
[arXiv:hep-th/9610234].
[Wi99] E. Witten, World-Sheet Corrections Via D-Instantons, J. High Energy Phys. 0002 (2000), 030,
[arXiv:hep-th/9907041].
[Wi19] E. Witten, in: G. Farmelo, The Universe Speaks in numbers, interview 5, 2019,
[grahamfarmelo.com/the-universe-speaks-in-numbers-interview-5].
Domenico Fiorenza, Dipartimento di Matematica, La Sapienza Universita di Roma, Piazzale Aldo Moro 2, 00185
Rome, Italy.
fiorenza@mat.uniroma1.it
Hisham Sati, Mathematics, Division of Science, New York University Abu Dhabi, UAE.
hsati@nyu.edu
Urs Schreiber, Mathematics, Division of Science, New York University Abu Dhabi, UAE; on leave from Czech
Academy of Science, Prague.
urs.schreiber@googlemail.com
29
